
 

CITY OF SNOHOMISH 
Founded 1859, Incorporated 1890 

 
116 UNION AVENUE  SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON 98290  TEL (360) 568-3115 FAX (360) 568-1375 

 
NOTICE OF REGULAR MEETING 

 

DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 

In the 

Postmaster Conference Room 

Snohomish City Hall 

116 Union Avenue 

 

WEDNESDAY 

October 12, 2016 

6:00 PM 
 

AGENDA 

 

6:00 1. CALL TO ORDER:  Roll Call 

 

6:05 2. PUBLIC COMMENT:  Public comment on items not on the agenda. 

 

6:10 3. APPROVE the minutes of the August 10, 2016, regular meeting. 

 

6:15 4. ACTION ITEM   

 

  DRB File: 16-12-DRB (P. 1) 

  Applicant: Snohomish School District #201 

  Proposed: Demolition of gym building 

  Location: 516 Maple Avenue 

 

   1) Staff presentation 

   2) Comments from applicant 

   3) Public comment 

   4) DRB deliberation and recommendation 

 

6:40 5. DISCUSSION ITEMS 

 

 a. HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGN STANDARDS UPDATE (P. 11) 

  Draft Standards for Residential Alterations – recommended revisions  

 

 b. INDIVIDUAL DESIGN REVIEWS (P. 26)  Staff summary of individual 

member reviews from the preceding month.   

 

7:00 6. ADJOURN 
 

NEXT MEETING:  The next regular meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, November  9, 2016, 

at 6:00 p.m. in the Postmaster Conference Room, Snohomish City Hall, 116 Union Avenue. 

 

PLEASE NOTE 

START TIME 

6:00 P.M. 
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CITY OF SNOHOMISH 

Founded 1859, Incorporated 1890 
 

116 UNION AVENUE · SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON  98290 · TEL (360) 568-3115  FAX (360) 568-1375 
 

DESIGN REVIEW BOARD MINUTES 
 

 

Snohomish City Hall 

116 Union Avenue 

Express Mail Conference Room 
 

August 10, 2016 

6:00 p.m. 

 

Members Present: Staff Present: 

Darcy Mertz Krewson, Chair Glen Pickus, Planning Director 

Yumi Roth Brooke Eidem, Associate Planner 

Joan Robinett-Wilson Angela Evans, Office Assistant II 

Phillip Baldwin (arr. 6:04 pm)  

 Others Present: 

 Zach Wilde, Council Liaison 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER at 6:00 p.m. 

 

Ms. Eidem announced the resignation of Mr. Poquette. The position has been advertised and they 

hope to have it filled soon.   

 

Ms. Eidem introduced Glen Pickus, the City’s new Planning Director. Previously Mr. Pickus 

worked at the City of Mukilteo where he was the Planning Manager. He has many years of 

experience in Planning and the City is excited to have him.  

 

2.  PUBLIC COMMENT  

 

There were no public comments on items not on the agenda. 

 

3. APPROVE minutes of the May 11, 2016 meeting: 

  

Ms. Robinett-Wilson moved to approve the minutes of the May 11, 2016 meeting as written. Ms. 

Roth seconded the motion. The minutes were approved 3-0.  

 

4. ACTION ITEM – Design Review Board Values Statement 

 

Ms. Eidem stated the Open Government Committee has finished their work with the City and 

one of the recommendations to Council is that each of the City’s Boards and Commissions 
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prepare a values statement. Staff provided the Board with a template containing standard 

statements and requested input to make it more specific to the Design Review Board.   

 

Three alternatives were presented to the Board for the Purpose section of the value statement. 

After Board’s review and discussion it was decided the Design Review Board’s Purpose 

statement would read:  “The Design Review Board is a citizens advisory board appointed by the 

City Council as a required element of a federally-recognized Historic District.  The Board’s 

purpose is to maintain the character and integrity of the Historic District, and to encourage 

continued investment and preservation of the City’s historic assets through development and 

interpretation of the Design Standards.” 

 

The Board determined the Regional Perspective section of the Value Statement template should 

be removed, as it does not apply to the DRB.  

 

Ms. Eidem will modify the Purpose Statement and send it out to the Board for final approval. 

Mr. Baldwin moved to approve the Values Statement as modified and for City staff to forward it 

to City Council. Ms. Roth seconded the motion. The motion passed 4-0.  

 

5. DISCUSSION ITEMS 

 

a. HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGN STANDARDS UPDATE  

 

Ms. Eidem presented the draft standards for residential alterations and a draft appendix for 

residential building styles.  

 

After review and discussion of the draft, the Board agreed on the following modifications:  

 

 In Section 3 (Porches) replace the term wrought iron with metal in the second 

inconsistent photo.  

 Modify Section 4.b. (Windows) to read, “New and replacement windows shall appear to 

be set back from the exterior building plane and finished with trim elements that are 

appropriate for the building. The use of vinyl windows is discouraged” (remove the word 

inappropriate). 

 Modify Section 5.c. (Roofs) to read, “Character defining, roof-related features such as 

chimneys, shingles, finials, and parapet walls shall be preserved.”  

 The term shall throughout Section 6.e. (Shutters) should be replaced by the term should.  

 Modify Section 7.b (Garages and Accessory Structures) to read, “New accessory 

structures shall be recessed from the front of the primary building and located behind the 

house wherever possible. Garages shall be located at the rear of the property and set 

back substantially from the house.” 

 Section 8.c. should state, “Skylights shall not be located on a street-facing side of the 

home.  Skylights shall be flat against the plane of the roof. Framing shall be consistent in 

color and hue to roof material.” 

 The Board agreed that the first item under Restoration Guidelines should also be stated in 

the General Guidance section. 
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Ms. Eidem stated the new draft appendix for residential building styles has been added with the 

intention of assisting homeowners to identify the architectural style of their home and to provide 

a reference of character defining features.  

 

The Board agreed the style of Mid-Century Rambler style should be included in the appendix.  

 

Ms. Krewson expressed concern that people may not be familiar with some of the terms used in 

the standards. Ms. Eidem said there will be a glossary added to the standards that will define 

these terms.     

 

b. INDIVIDUAL DESIGN REVIEWS  

 

Staff presented one individual design review conducted during the previous month.  

 

6. ADJOURN at 7:16 p.m. 

 

Approved this 14
th

 day of September, 2016. 

 

 

 

By: ________________________________________________________ 

 Darcy Mertz Krewson, Chair 

 
 

 

Meeting attended and minutes prepared by Angela Evans 
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CITY OF SNOHOMISH 
Founded 1859, Incorporated 1890 

116 UNION AVENUE • SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON 98290 • TEL (360) 568-3115 • FAX (360) 568-1375 
 

DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 

STAFF REPORT 

 

Design Review Number: 16-12-DRB Meeting Date October 12, 2016 

Applicant: Snohomish School District #201 

Property Address: 516 Maple Avenue (Maple Avenue Campus) 

Application Date: August 29, 2016 

Project Description: Demolition of gym building with associated improvements 

 

Subject Proposal: 

The applicant is proposing to demolish the gym and commons building associated with the old 

Freshman Campus at 516 Maple Avenue.  The building is located behind (west of) the Aquatic 

Center, and is not readily visible from the street.  According to available records, the building 

was constructed in the early 1960s and was used as a school starting in 1965.  Portions of the old 

complex were demolished in 2013 for construction of the new Aquatic Center, however the gym 

and commons building was left in place and attached to the new structure via a hallway at the 

eastern end.  The hallway is used frequently for swim meets so is proposed to be preserved 

following demolition with new exterior walls.  The east-facing wall is existing; new walls are 

proposed on the west, south, and southwest.  Wall treatment is proposed to match the existing 

Aquatic Center building, with a two-foot CMU veneer at the base and a gray-toned brick veneer 

over the remaining wall area, topped with sheet metal coping at the parapet. 

Demolitions outside the Historic District are exempt from Design Review pursuant to SMC 

14.230.040D.  However, the application is being processed as a building permit due to the 

improvements necessary to preserve the hallway.  Therefore, the new exterior walls are subject 

to Design Review while the overall demolition proposal is not.  The project falls under the 

purview of the Design Review Board because the proponent is a public agency.  

Project Location: 

The site is addressed as 516 Maple Avenue, outside the Historic District.  

Land-Use Designation: 

Low Density Residential 

Requested Review: 

The applicant has requested a detailed review.   

Compliance with the Land Use Development Code - Title 14 SMC 

The proposal does not appear to conflict with development regulations in Title 14 SMC. 
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APPLICABLE DESIGN STANDARDS (OUTSIDE THE HISTORIC DISTRICT) 

 

BUILDING DESIGN 
Massing (not applicable to Industrial Development) 

STANDARDS: 
1. Buildings shall have a distinct “base” at the ground level, using articulation and materials such as 

stone, masonry, or decorative concrete.  Distinction may also occur through the following: 

 Windows  Bays 
 Architectural details  Overhangs 
 Canopies  Masonry strips and cornice lines 

2. The “top” of the building shall emphasize a distinct profile or outline with elements such as a 
projecting parapet, cornice, upper level stepback, or pitched roofline. 

GUIDELINES: 
1. The “middle” of the building may be made distinct by change in material color, windows, 

balconies, stepbacks, and signage. 

Board evaluation: Consistent:    Inconsistent:    More information needed:  

Notes:   

 

 

 

Staff comments:  The new walls will be a relatively minor element of the overall structure, and as 

such, proposed architectural treatment is minimal.  A separate “base” and “middle”  are 

proposed using brick and masonry materials.  The “top” element is provided through a sheet 

metal coping at the parapet. 

 

Screening Blank Walls 
STANDARDS: 
1. Walls shall have architectural treatment if they are fifty feet in length or more and facing streets, 

or are visible from residential areas where windows are not provided.  Ground-floor, street-facing 
façades shall incorporate at least four of the following elements: 

 Masonry (not flat concrete block)  Change of paint color 
 Concrete or masonry plinth at wall base  Opaque or translucent glass 
 Belt courses of different texture and color  Artwork 
 Projecting cornice  Vertical articulation 
 Projecting metal canopy  Lighting fixtures 
 Decorative tilework  Recesses 
 Trellis with planting  An architectural element not listed above, 

as approved, that meets the intent  Medallions 

Board evaluation: Consistent:    Inconsistent:    More information needed:  

Notes:   

 

 

 

Staff comments:  Only the south wall is in excess of 50 feet, however this wall faces the parking 

lot rather than a residential area or street.  
  



Action Item 4 

Design Review Board  Page 3 
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New exterior walls (blue) 
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3-D rendering of new walls 
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Date: October 12, 2016 

 

To: Design Review Board 

 

From: Brooke Eidem, Associate Planner 

 

Subject: Historic District Design Standards – Draft standards for residential alterations  

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

This ongoing item presents an opportunity for discussion and review of design standards in the 

Historic District.  As discussed by the Board previously, the document will be revised to 

accommodate re-organization of the standards, including separate sections addressing new 

construction and modifications to existing buildings for both commercial and residential areas.   

 

The following pages include revised standards addressing alterations of single family residences.  

These revisions reflect recommendations made by the Board at the August meeting.  Revisions 

are shown in red lettering.  Staff appreciates the Board’s review and confirmation of whether 

these revisions are consistent with the previous discussion.   
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Date: October 12, 2016 

 

To: Design Review Board 

 

From: Brooke Eidem, Associate Planner 

 

Subject: Summary of Individual Member Design Reviews – August 4, 2016 – October 5, 2016 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Sign at Snohomish Substation, 512 First Street 

The sign was reviewed and approved by Ms. Robinett Wilson. 

 

Outdoor sidewalk café furnishings, 102 Union Avenue 

The proposed outdoor furnishings were reviewed and approved with recommendations by Chair 

Mertz Krewson. 

 

The files will be available at the meeting. 


